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1 INTRODUCTION 

Premise Australia Pty Ltd (Premise) was engaged by Honeycombes Property Group (Honeycombes) 
in November 2018 to provide traffic engineering services for proposed development located at the 
Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct, Sir Leslie Thiess Drive, Townsville City. Since being engaged, 
the development proposal has been revised multiple times and Premise has produced a series of 
reports and letters addressing different traffic engineering aspects of the development. This report: 

 Consolidates previous Premise’ documents; 
 Updates them as required for consistency with the architectural plans dated 30 August 2019 

attached as Annexure A; 
 Responds to Revised Submission Requirements issued by Economic Development 

Queensland (EDQ) on 9 August 2019 attached as Annexure B; and 
 Response to the email from EDQ to Honeycombes dated 30 August 2019 regarding 

Amendments to the Service Lane attached as Annexure C.  
 
The previous Premise documents consolidated within this report are: 

 Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (HON0031 R01-revB) dated 17 April 2019, attached 
as Annexure D; 

 Desk-Top External Road Network Impact Assessment (HON0031-L02-JTP) dated 17 April 
2019, attached as Annexure E; 

 Response to DEV2019/1027 “MEDQ Information Request and Notification Not Required 
Copy” (HON0031-L03-JTP) dated 25 June 2019, attached as Annexure F; 

 Public Passenger Transport Assessment (HON0031 R02-revA) dated 17 July 2019, attached 
as Annexure G; 

 Addendum to Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (HON0031-L04-BIJ) dated 17 July 
2019, attached as Annexure H; and 

 Addendum to Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (HON0031-L05) dated 27 July 2019, 
attached as Annexure I. 

1.1 Background 

In late April 2019, Premise’s Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (Annexure D) and the Desk-
Top External Road Network Impact Assessment (Annexure E) were submitted with a development 
application for land on the northeast corner of the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection. 
 
Economic Development Queensland (EDQ) responded to the development application with: 

 Information Request and Notification Not Required letter dated 18 June 2019; and 
 Further Issues letter dated 24 June 2019. 

 
Both above letters are attached in Appendix A of Annexure G. 
 
The Response to DEV2019/1027 “MEDQ Information Request and Notification Not Required Copy” 
(Annexure F) was produced in response to EDQ’s Information Request letter of 18 June 2019 and 
prior to Premise receiving the Further Issues letter dated 24 June 2019. 
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On 5 July 2019, EDQ facilitated a meeting between Honeycombes’ project team and Townsville City 
Council (TCC) to discuss the Response to DEV2019/1027 “MEDQ Information Request and 
Notification Not Required Copy” (Annexure F) and the Further Issues letter. At this meeting: 

 TCC instructed that: 
o peak hour traffic forecasts produced by the Townsville AIMSUN Integrated Model 

(TAIM) for December 2018 (attached in Appendix E of Annexure G) were to be 
adopted as current ‘without development’ traffic; 

o Design life analysis is not required for the development due to road network 
upgrades which would be provided by the Hive development over the next 10 years; 

 EDQ confirmed that the Desk-Top External Road Network Impact Assessment (Annexure E) 
provided adequate assessment of non-frontage roads and no further assessment was 
required. 

 
In response to the Further Issues letter dated 24 June 2019 and the meeting of 5 July 2019, Premise 
produced: 

 Public Passenger Transport Assessment (Annexure G); and 
 Addendum to Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment dated 17 July 2019 (Annexure H). 

 
The Addendum (Annexure H) also identified how changes to the development proposal in response 
to the EDQ letters affected the assumptions and conclusions of the Traffic and Transport Impact 
Assessment (Annexure D). Considering EDQ’s comments at the meeting on 5 July 2019, the effect of 
changes to the development proposal on the wider road network (as documented in Annexure E) 
were not discussed in the Addendum. 
 
Following the finalisation of the Public Passenger Transport Assessment (Annexure G) and the 
Addendum to Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (Annexure H) on 17 July 2019, the 
architectural plans were amended and reissued on 22 July 2019. The Addendum to Traffic and 
Transport Impact Assessment dated 22 July 2019 (Annexure I) confirmed that the amendments made 
to the architectural plans did not change the conclusions of the Premise documents finalised on 17 
July 2019 (Annexures G and H). 
 
On 6 and 7 August 2019, EDQ facilitated workshops involving Honeycombes’ project team and 
project stakeholders to resolve key outstanding issues. As a result of these workshops EDQ issued 
Revised Submission Requirements on 9 August 2019 (Annexure B). 
 
Premise understands that further discussions have occurred between Honeycombes, EDQ and the 
Department of Transport and Main Roads (TMR) which ultimates resulted in the email regarding 
Amendments to the Service Lane dated 30 August 2019 (Annexure C). 
 
Based on the EDQ workshops and the Honeycombes / EDQ / TMR discussions, Bureau Proberts / 
Counterpoint issued revised architectural plans dated 30 August 2019 (Annexure A). 
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1.2 Scope and Study Area 

In response to EDQ’s Revised Submission Requirements (Annexure B) and the Amendments to 
Service Lane email (Annexure C), this report consolidates previous Premise’ documents (Annexures 
D to I) and updates them as required for consistency with the architectural plans dated 30 August 
2019 (Annexure A). The report structure is consistent with the structure specified by the Guide to 
Traffic Impact Assessment (Transport and Main Roads, December 2018). 
 
Consistent with the Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (Annexure D) and Public and Passenger 
Transport Assessment (Annexure G), the study area consists of: 

 The development site (refer Figure 1-1 of Annexure G); 
 The site’s geometric frontage to Sir Leslie Thiess Drive and the Strand; and 
 The Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection. 

 
For discussion of wider network impacts and mitigation options refer to Annexure E. 
 
As instructed by TCC on 5 July 2019, all traffic modelling is based on peak hour traffic forecasts 
produced by TAIM for December 2018 (attached in Appendix E of Annexure G). Acceptance of this 
instruction does not imply agreement with the TAIM forecasts by Premise. On the contrary Premise 
has repeatedly expressed concern regarding the realism of these estimates (refer page 5 of Annexure 
F, Section 5.1 of Annexure G and page 3 of Annexure H). TCC are yet to supply the TAIM calibration 
report or any other documentation to support the TAIM forecasts despite this information being 
requested by Premise at the meeting on 5 July 2019. Premise considers the TAIM forecasts to be 
highly conservative when compared to current traffic estimates based on either: 

 2016 traffic counts; or 
 Land use and assumed traffic generation rates. 

1.3 Pre-Lodgment Meeting Notes 

This report responds to advice provided in the following EDQ documents: 
 M1399 – Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct – feedback on scope for DA technical reports 

email dated 21 December 2018 (refer Appendix A of Annexure D); 
 “Information Request and Notification Not Required” letter dated 18 June 2019 (refer 

Appendix A of Annexure G); 
 “Further Issues” letter dated 24 June 2019 (refer Appendix A of Annexure G). 
 Revised Submission Requirements issued 9 August 2019 (refer Annexure B); and 
 The Amendments to the Service Lane email dated 30 August 2019 (Annexure C). 
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2 EXISTING CONDITIONS 

2.1 Land Use and Zoning 

Existing land use and zoning is documented in Section 2.1 of Annexure D. 

2.2 Adjacent Land Uses / Approval 

Adjacent land uses are documented in Section 2.2 of Annexure D. 
 
Not referenced in Annexure D is the Hive which received Preliminary Approval of the Hive Structure 
/ Precinct Plan on 6 December 2018. As indicated in Section 2.1 of Annexure G, the Hive will not 
directly impact on study area traffic. Information regarding the Hive approval and the wider road 
network implications are documented on pages 4 to 6 of Annexure E. 

2.3 Surrounding Road Network Details 

The existing condition of the study area road network is documented in Section 2.3 of Annexure D. 
 
The existing condition of the wider road network is documented on pages 1 and 2 of Annexure E. 

2.4 Traffic Volumes 

In Section 2.4 of Annexure D, 2019 ‘without development’ traffic was estimated based on land use 
and assumed traffic generation rates. As the land use catchment is closed, through traffic is excluded 
from the study area and traffic forecasting based on land use is an acceptable alternative to traffic 
forecasting based on traffic counts. 
 
Traffic counts for Sir Leslie Thiess Drive and SeaLink (formerly Sunferries) car park taken in April 
2016 provided by TCC are attached in Appendix B of Annexure G and discussed in Section 2.2 of 
Annexure G. In accordance with the Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment: Frequently Asked Questions 
(December 2017), 2016 traffic count data is considered a reasonable estimate of current (2019) peak 
hour traffic. 
 
Section 5.1 of Annexure G compares estimates of current traffic based on the above two (2) sources 
and TAIM. It is concluded that the TAIM forecasts are highly conservative when compared to current 
traffic estimates based on either 2016 traffic counts or land use and assumed traffic generation rates. 
Despite this, in accordance with TCC instructions, all traffic modelling is based on peak hour traffic 
forecasts produced by TAIM for December 2018 as indicated in Section 0. 
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2.5 Intersection and Network Performance 

The only existing intersection on the study area road network is the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive 
Intersection as described in Section 2.3.3 of Annexure D. 
 
Only 2019 ‘without development’ traffic estimated based on land use and assumed traffic generation 
rates as shown by Figures 2-6 and 2-7 of Annexure D provides enough detail for assessment of 
existing intersection performance. SIDRA analysis of the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection 
based on these traffic estimates is summarised in Section 2.5.1 of Annexure D with SIDRA output 
reports attached in Appendix B of Annexure D. Key outputs from the SIDRA model were: 

 The intersection is operating well below practical capacity; 
 The maximum average delay to any movement is considered very short; and 
 Maximum queue lengths do not exceed one (1) vehicle. 

2.6 Site Access 

Existing site access is documented in Section 2.6 of Annexure D. 

2.7 Public Transport 

Existing public transport in the study area is documented in Section 2.7 of Annexure D. 

2.8 Active Transport 

Existing active transport in the study area is documented in Section 2.8 of Annexure D. 
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3 PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT DETAILS 

3.1 Development Site Plan 

This report is based on the architectural plans dated 30 August 2019 by Bureau Proberts / 
Counterpoint which are attached in Annexure A. The development consists of: 

 Ferry terminal and bus hub including waiting areas, ferry operator offices and workshop; 
 82-room hotel with 306m2 restaurant / bar; 
 625m2 of commercial across two (2) tenancies; 
 570m2 of retail across four (4) tenancies; and 
 463-space multi-level car park plus coach / bus, drop-off / pick-up and taxi zones. 

 
This is a lower development yield than assumed in previous documents (refer Section 3.1 of 
Annexure D, page 2 of Annexure E, Section 3.1 of Annexure G). 

3.2 Operational Details 

Proposed operational details are documented in Section 3.2 of Annexure G. 
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3.3 Proposed Access and Parking 

The proposed access and parking arrangement has the following features: 
 A new indented bus bay on the eastern side of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive on the site frontage 

including: 
o A premium bus stop with capacity for two (2) 14.5m-long coaches / tourist buses; and 
o A commercial loading zone / shuttle bus drop-off / pick-up with capacity for two (2) 

8.8m long medium rigid vehicles; 
 A new taxi rank with capacity for four (4) taxis on the northern side of the Strand on the site 

frontage. The taxi space at the start of the rank will be accessible by people with disabilities 
in accordance with the Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C); 

 A new access road on the northern site frontage to access: 
o The hotel’s porte-cochere including three (3) drop-off / pick-up bays; 
o Eight (8) recreational vehicle (RV) parking bays; and 
o A crane / service vehicle bay supporting ferry operations; 

 A new left-in-left-out-right-in intersection with the new access road on Sir Leslie Thiess 
Drive; 

 Removal of one (1) northbound lane on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive on the site frontage to 
accommodate a coach / bus layover zone with capacity for three (3) 12.5m long buses on the 
western side of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive and an exclusive right turn lane at the access road 
intersection; 

 Relocation of the existing median refuge on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive north of the new 
intersection; 

 A service lane internal to the site on the Sir Leslie Thiess Drive frontage operating one-way 
from the access road at the northern end of the site to a left-out only exit onto Sir Leslie 
Thiess Drive near the Strand. The service lane is consistent with feedback / comments in the 
Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C) and incorporates (from north to south): 

o 13 parallel parking bays for passenger drop-off / pick-up; 
o Left-in-left-out access to hotel and ferry terminal service / loading areas; 
o Left-in-left-out access to the 463-space multi-level car park including motorbike 

parking and ferry terminal freight drop; 
o A premium bus stop with capacity for two (2) 12.5m-long local / school buses;  
o A pedestrian crossing; and 
o A general drop-off / pick-up bay for people with disabilities (PWD); 

 A new median refuge on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive between the service lane exit and the coach 
/ bus layover bays; 

 A waterfront promenade internal to the site on the Ross Creek frontage with a minimum 
width of 4m providing connectivity between a waterfront plaza at the eastern end of the 
Strand at the southern end of the site and the relocated Sir Leslie Thiess Drive at the northern 
end of the site; 

 Bicycle end-of-trip facilities for staff are provided centrally and shared by all tenancies. 
 
The access and parking arrangement is most like the scenario modelled in Annexures G and H except 
in relation to RV parking which has been: 

 Relocation from the hotel and ferry terminal service / loading area accessed via the service 
lane to the northern side of the access road opposite the hotel porte-cochere; and 

 Increased from six (6) bays to eight (8) bays. 
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4 DEVELOPMENT TRAFFIC 

4.1 Traffic Generation 

In Section 4.1 of Annexure D, the peak hour bus and light vehicle traffic generation was estimated 
for a higher development yield scenario (refer Section 3.1). Traffic generation was estimated using 
traffic generation rates obtained from the “Breakwater and Associated Developments: Assessment of 
Peak Hour Traffic Volumes” (TCC Breakwater Report) dated 11 December 2007 by C & G Horman Pty 
Ltd for TCC. 
 
EDQ’s “Information Request” letter dated 18 June 2019 (refer Appendix A of Annexure G): 

 Requested revision of the Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (Annexure D) based on 
recent trip generation rate information; and 

 Noted that the TCC Breakwater Report is more than 10 years old. 
 
Pages 3 and 4 of Annexure F summarises a literature review regarding traffic generation rates. On 
page 6 of Annexure F Premise: 

 Strongly refutes the implication of the Information Request that more recent trip generation 
rate information is available for the proposed development; 

 Affirms that the trip generation rate information contained in the TCC Breakwater Report is 
the best available data. 

 
As indicated in Section 4.1.6 of Annexure D, the Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment assumed 
that light vehicle traffic generation rates included trips by private car, taxi and ride share, e.g. Uber. 
As indicated in Section 4.1.2 of Annexure G, this assumption was altered in the Public Passenger 
Transport Assessment such that the light vehicle traffic generation estimated in the Traffic and 
Transport Impact Assessment (Annexure D) included only trips by private car and ride share with taxi 
trips resulting in additional light vehicle trips. Section 4.1 of Annexure G goes on to estimate: 

 External people trips by: 
o Private vehicle (including rode share); 
o Taxi; 
o Bicycle; 
o Pedestrians; 
o Long distance coach or tourist bus; 
o Local bus; and 
o School bus; and 

 Vehicle trips (in addition to bus and private vehicle / ride share trips) by: 
o Taxis; and 
o Vans (RVs). 

 
Despite the lower development yield (refer Section 3.1), the development traffic generation 
estimated in Section 4.1 of Annexure G is adopted as a conservative estimate of traffic generated by 
the development proposal shown by architectural plans attached in Annexure A. 
 
Premise acknowledge that, based on Section 4.1.5 of Annexure G, the increase in RV parking from 
six (6) bays to eight (8) bays would generate one (1) additional RV trip per hour during peak periods. 
However, with relocation of RV parking to the access road opposite hotel porte-cochere (refer Section 
0) and the 17 room reduction in hotel size (c.f. Section 3.1 of Annexure G and Section 3.1), Premise 
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still considers the development traffic generation estimated in Section 4.1 of Annexure G 
conservative. 

4.2 Trip Distribution 

The assumed trip distribution is documented in Section 4.2 of Annexure G. 

4.3 Development Traffic Volumes on the Network 

In accordance with EDQ’s revised submission requirements (refer Annexure B), a graphic presentation 
of development traffic volumes on the network (including pedestrians and bicycles) is attached in 
Annexure J with the ground level architectural plan from Annexure A as a background. 
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5 IMPACT ASSESSMENT AND MITIGATION 

5.1 With and Without Development Traffic Volumes 

As instructed by TCC on 5 July 2019, peak hour traffic forecasts produced by TAIM for December 
2018 (attached in Appendix E of Annexure G) have been adopted as ‘without development’ traffic 
volumes. 
 
‘With development’ traffic volumes attached in Annexure K are the sum of ‘without development’ 
traffic volumes (refer Appendix E of Annexure G) and development traffic volumes on the network 
(refer Annexure J). 
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5.2 Road Safety Impact Assessment and Mitigation 

A Road Environment Safety Assessment was conducted in accordance with the Guide to Traffic 
Impact Assessment (Transport and Main Roads, December 2018) to determine if the proposed 
roadworks should be subjected to either: 

 A road safety audit by an accredited road safety auditor; or 
 A road safety assessment by either an accredited road safety auditor or a registered 

professional engineer of Queensland (RPEQ). 
 
The assessment was conducted using the road environment safety rating matrix from the Guide to 
Traffic Impact Assessment reproduced below as Table 5-1. 
 
Table 5-1: Road Environment Safety Rating Matrix (Transport and Main Roads) 

Traffic volume 
(AADT) 

Speed (km/h) 
Up to 50km/h 60km/h to 70km/h 80km/h+ 

≤8,000 Low Medium Medium 
>8,000 Medium Medium High 

 
The posted speed limit in the study area is 50km/h. 
 
Assuming that peak hour traffic volumes are 10% of the daily traffic volumes, the 8,000vpd traffic 
volume threshold becomes 800vph. Based on the ‘with development’ traffic volumes attached in 
Annexure J the 800vph threshold is only exceeded at the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection. 
Therefore, the level of risk is medium at the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive and low everywhere else 
within the study area. 
 
For development within a priority development area (refer Section 2.1 of Annexure D): 

 A road safety audit by an accredited road safety auditor is required for any road environment 
changes in areas with a medium or high level of risk; but 

 A road safety assessment by either an accredited road safety auditor or a RPEQ is acceptable 
for road environment changes in areas with a low risk level. 

 
No changes are proposed to the Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection; therefore it does not 
require a road safety audit (or assessment). 
 
All proposed road environment changes are in areas with a low risk level and therefore do not require 
a road safety audit but should be subject to a road safety assessment at the detailed design stage. 
The road safety assessment may be conducted by either an accredited road safety auditor or a RPEQ 
 
The above conclusions are consistent with Section 5.2 of Annexure D. 
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5.3 Access and Frontage Impact Assessment and Mitigation 

5.3.1 Turn Warrant Assessment 

A turn warrant assessment was conducted for the proposed Sir Leslie Thiess Drive / access road 
intersection based on warrants contained in the Supplement to Austroads Guide to Road Design 
Part 4A: Unsignalised and Signalised Intersections (Transport and Main Roads, August 2014). The 
assessment assumed a design speed of 60km/h being 10km/h above the posted speed limit and 
therefore adopted the Supplement’s warrant diagram reproduced as Figure 5-5 of Annexure D. 
 
‘With development’ traffic volumes at the Sir Leslie Thiess Drive / access road intersection (refer 
Annexure K) show that: 

 During the morning peak hour, the right turn volume, QR, is 295vph and the major road 
volume, QM, i9s 417vph; and 

 During the evening peak hour, the right turn volume, QR, is 193vph and the major road 
volume, QM, i9s 444vph 

 
Both morning and evening peak hour traffic warrant a channelised right turn treatment (CHR) on 
Sir Leslie Thiess Drive at the access road intersection. This conclusion is consistent with page 4 
of Annexure H. Further detail regarding the warranted CHR turn treatment can be found on page 
4 of Annexure H. 

5.3.2 Intersection Analysis 

SIDRA analysis was undertaken for the following sites: 
1. Sir Leslie Thiess Drive / access road intersection; 
2. Service lane entry from the access road; 
3. Car park access on the service lane; 
4. Pedestrian crossing (zebra) on the service lane; 
5. Service lane exit to Sir Leslie Thiess Drive; and 
6. The Strand / Sir Leslie Thiess Drive intersection. 

 
SIDRA outputs are attached as Annexure L and indicate: 

 All intersections and accesses are operating well below their practical capacity, i.e. 
degrees of saturation are much less than 0.80; 

 Delays are very short, i.e. all lanes movements are operating at level of service A; and 
 The maximum queue length in any lane at any intersections or access is two (2) vehicles, 

i.e. 95th percentile back of queue lengths are all less than 2.0. 
 
These results are consistent with page 5 and Attachment D of Annexure H. 
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5.3.3 Intersection Layout 

In accordance with EDQ’s Revised Submission Requirements (Annexure B), swept path analysis 
for all relevant vehicle types is attached as Annexure M and discussed below. 

5.3.3.1 Bus 

In accordance with the Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C), swept path 
analysis for a 12.5m long bus using the local / school bus stop on the service lane is shown 
by HON-0031-SKC018-REV1 attached in Annexure M. The bus: 

 Turns right into the access road from the exclusive right turn lane on Sir Leslie Thiess 
Drive; 

 Continues right into the service; 
 Enters the bus stop without encroaching on any parking bays within the service lane; 
 Stops within the designated bay adjacent to the premium bus stop; 
 Exits the bus stop without encroaching on any parking bays within the service lane; 

and 
 Turns left out of the service lane into the kerbside lane of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive. 

 
Kerb extensions should not be provided at the pedestrian crossing on the service lane as 
these could restrict the movement of buses exiting the local / school bus stop. 

5.3.3.2 Crane 

SeaLink advise that cranes will be required to access the crane / service vehicle bay at the 
western end of the access road three (3) or four (4) times per year to load / unload heavy 
items, e.g. engines, to / from ferries. Swept path analysis for a crane has been conducted 
based on a 12.5m-long heavy rigid vehicle and is shown by HON-0031-SKC019-REV1 
attached in Annexure M. The crane: 

 Turns right into the access road from the exclusive right turn lane on Sir Leslie Thiess 
Drive; 

 Drive over part of the public plaza and reverses into the marked crane / service 
vehicle bay; 

 Exits directly from the crane / service vehicle lane through the porte-cochere; and 
 Turns left out of the access road into the median-side lane of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive. 

 
As cranes will not be accessing the crane / service vehicle bay every week it is considered 
acceptable for cranes to driver over part of the public plaza and turn into the median-side 
lane of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive. 
 
To facilitate crane access to the crane / service vehicle bay the public plaza at the eastern 
end of the access road will need to be load bearing with flush kerbs. Removable bollards will 
be required to protect users of the public plaza when cranes are not accessing the crane / 
service vehicle bay. 
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5.3.3.3 Refuse Collection Vehicle 

The largest vehicle expected to access the hotel and ferry terminal service / loading areas is 
a refuse collection vehicle. Swept path analysis for a refuse collection vehicle has been 
conducted based on 10.3m-long vehicle and is shown by HON-0031-SKC019-REV1 attached 
in Annexure M: The refuse collection vehicle: 

 Turns left from the service lane into the service / loading area without encroaching 
on any parking bays within the service lane; 

 Can turn around with a single reversing manoeuvre; and 
 Turns left out of the service / loading area into the service lane without encroaching 

on any parking bays within the service lane. 
 
Detailed design of the cross over between the service lane and the service / loading area will 
need to consider the wheel path of refuse collection vehicles. 
 
The refuse collection vehicle encroaches on the multi-level car park entry lane when making 
the reversing manoeuvre associated with turning around in the service / loading area. 

5.3.3.4 Recreational Vehicle 

Eight (8) 600 nose-in angle parking bays are provided for RVs on the northern side of the 
access road opposite the hotel porte-cochere. The angle parking arrangement provides easy 
entry. 
 
Swept path analysis for an RV exiting an RV parking bay has been conducted based on an 
8.8m long medium rigid vehicle and is shown by HON-0031-SKC020-REV1 attached in 
Annexure M. The RV: 

 Reverses out of the RV parking bay into the eastbound lane of the access road; 
 Circulates right through the porte-cochere; and 
 Turns left out of the access road into the kerbside lane of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive. 

5.3.3.5 Car 

The largest vehicle expected to access the multi-level car park is a B99 car. Swept path 
analysis for a B99 car is shown in Annexure M by: 

 HON-0031-SKC020-REV1 for the ground level; and 
 HON-0031-SKC021-REV1 for the mezzanine level. 

 
The car enters the multi-level car park by: 

 Turning left from the service lane into the multi-level car park without encroaching 
on any parking bays within the service lane; and 

 Continues up the ramp to the entry gate located at the mezzanine level; 
 
The car exits the multi-level car park by: 

 Passing through one (1) of the two (2) exit gates on the mezzanine level; and 
 Turns left out of the multi-level car park into the service lane without encroaching 

on any parking bays within the service lane. 
 
To manage the merge downstream of the two (2) exit gates (refer HON-0031-SKC021-REV1 
in Annexure M), the exit gates will need to be linked such that only one (1) gate is open at a 
time. 
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5.3.4 Sight Distances 

Sight distance requirements are documented in Section 5.3.3. of Annexure D. 
 
As indicated in Section 5.3.3. of Annexure D, sight distances at the Sir Leslie Thiess Drive / access 
road intersection comply with approach sight distance (ASD) and minimum gap sight distance 
(MGSD) which is acceptable for an access or public road intersection. 
 
As indicated on page 4 of Annexure H, sight distances at the service lane exit to Sir Leslie Thiess 
Drive comply with ASD and safe intersection sight distance (SISD) which is desirable for an access 
or public road intersection. 

5.4 Intersection Delay Impact Assessment and Mitigation 

As states in Section 5.3.2, SIDRA outputs attached as Annexure L indicate: 
 All intersections and accesses operating well below their practical capacity, i.e. degrees of 

saturation are much less than 0.80; 
 Delays are very short, i.e. all lanes movements are operating at level of service A; and 
 The maximum queue length in any lane at any intersections or access is two (2) vehicles, i.e. 

95th percentile back of queue lengths are all less than 2.0. 
 
These results are consistent with page 5 and Attachment D of Annexure H. 
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5.5 Other Impacts Assessment Relevant to the Specific Development Type / Location 

5.5.1 Public Transport 

5.5.1.1 Bus Stop Infrastructure 

In accordance with the Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C), the architectural 
plans attached in Annexure A show the proposed dimensions for bus stop infrastructure. 
These dimensions comply with the Public Transport Infrastructure Manual (Department of 
Transport and Main Roads, March 2016) as follows: 

 Allowance for a 12.8m long and 4.2m deep premium bus stop at both the local / 
school bus stop on the service lane and the coach / tourist bus stop on Sir Leslie 
Thiess Drive; 

 The local / school bus stop on the service lane complies with the Manual’s 
requirements for an on-road stop as described in Section 5.2 of Annexure G; 

 The coach / tourist bus stop on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive complies with the Manual’s 
requirements for an indented stop as described in Section 5.2 of Annexure G; 

 Layover bays on the western side of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive comply with the Manual’s 
requirements for an on-road stop with capacity for three (3) 12.5m long buses parked 
nose-to-tail or two (2) 14.5m long coaches operating independently. 

 
The Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C) comments that private vehicles on 
the service lane will conflict with buses using the local / school bus. Premise considers 
location of the local / school bus on the service lane a positive outcome on the basis that: 

 Safety is improved by location of the bus stop in the low speed environment of the 
service lane; 

 Desire lines for movement between the bus stop and the ferry terminal, including the 
movement of students associated with school buses, do not conflict with any vehicle 
paths; 

 Relocation of the bus stop off Sir Leslie Thiess Drive reduces conflict with through 
traffic; and 

 The bus stop is accessible directly from the northbound carriageway of Sir Leslie 
Thiess Drive which minimises diversions, circuitous routes, backtracking and dead 
running. 

5.5.1.2 Taxi Infrastructure 

Taxi infrastructure is consistent with that documented in Section 5.3 of Annexure G. 
 
The taxi space at the start of the rank will be accessible by people with disabilities in 
accordance with the Amendments to the Service Lane email (Annexure C). 
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5.5.2 Pedestrian Crossing / Refuge Locations 

Pedestrian and bicycle desire lines are shown in Annexure J. The desire lines indicate conflicts 
between motorised and active transport modes in the following locations: 

 Sir Leslie Thiess Drive north of the access road (northern crossing); 
 Sir Leslie Thiess Drive between the service lane exit and bus / coach layover bays 

(southern crossing); 
 South of the local / school bus stop on the service lane (service lane crossing); and 
 Across the hotel and ferry terminal service / loading areas and multi-level car park 

accesses on the service lane (access crossing). 

5.5.2.1 Sir Leslie Thiess Drive Northern Crossing 

With the latest architectural plans (Annexure A), pedestrian and bicycle volumes using the 
northern crossing of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive are less than was estimated in the Public 
Passenger Transport Assessment (Annexure G), particularly during the morning peak hour. 
Notwithstanding this, the discussion contained in Section 5.4.1 of Annexure G and the 
Australasian Pedestrian Crossing Facility Selection Tool (APCFST) assessment contained in 
Appendix G of Annexure G are still considered valid. Therefore, it is recommended that the 
median refuge on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive is reinstated during construction of the access road 
intersection and the northbound carriageway of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive is reduced from two 
(2) lanes to one (1) lane. 

5.5.2.2 Sir Leslie Thiess Drive Southern Crossing 

Relative to the southern crossing of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive assessed in Section 5.4.2 and 
Appendix H of Annexure G, relocation of the crossing from the Strand to between the service 
lane exit and the bus / coach layover bays: 

 Increases pedestrian and bicycle volumes using the crossing; 
 Avoids the conflict with vehicles exiting the service lane; and 
 Relocates the crossing from an intersection to a mid-block location. 

 
The APCFST assessment was updated to reflect these changes and is attached as Annexure 
N. The updated APCFST assessment confirms the conclusion in Section 5.4.2 of Annexure G 
that, as construction of a median refuge will be the lowest cost option (other than no facility), 
it is expected that the benefit cost ratio (BCR) will be greatest for this option. 
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5.5.2.3 Service Lane Crossing 

Based on the APCFST assessment in Appendix I of Annexure G, Section 5.4.3 of Annexure G 
recommends that the service lane crossing is constructed as a zebra with platform and kerb 
extensions with the service lane speed limit restricted to 20km/h. Swept path analysis for a 
12.5m long bus using the local / school bus stop on the service lane (refer HON-0031-SIC018-
REV1 in Annexure M) indicates that kerb extensions at the service lane crossing could restrict 
buses exiting the local / school bus stop. Considering this the APCFST assessment was 
revised adopting zebra with platform as the existing facility. 
 
The best option in all criteria was grade separation, however, this would not align with the 
desire line for crossing of the service lane at grade. 
 
The next best option in terms of perceived safety and pedestrian level of service is signals, 
however, this is the highest cost option, particularly in terms of vehicle and pedestrian delays. 
High pedestrian delay costs are likely to lead to pedestrians ignoring the crossing. 
 
After grade separation, the best option in terms of total benefits is to provide no facility. This 
suggests that it is acceptable for pedestrians to cross the service lane at any point. However, 
this option has the worst perceived safety, pedestrian level of service and crash costs. It is 
recommended that some form of crossing facility is provided to concentrate pedestrian 
movements and improve safety for sensitive pedestrians. 
 
After no facility the best option in terms of total benefits is a platform. The platform has 
similar perceived safety and pedestrian level of service to no facility but reduces crash costs 
with an increase in vehicle delay. Perceived safety, pedestrian level of service, and crash 
costs can be improved by combining a zebra with the platform; however, the safety savings 
are outweighed by increased delay costs. 
 
Where platforms are provided as pedestrian crossing facilities without a zebra, there can be 
confusion between pedestrians and drivers regarding who has priority. Therefore, it is 
recommended that the service lane crossing is constructed as a zebra with platform to: 

 Align with community expectations for a pedestrian crossing on the service lane; 
 Concentrate pedestrian movements across the service lane; and 
 Improve safety, particularly for sensitive pedestrians. 

  



Honeycombes Property Group 
Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct – Ferry Terminal 
Consolidated Traffic Engineering Report 

HON0031 R03-revA Page 19 of 21 3 September 2019 
CP3d-TE01 Rev A    

5.5.2.4 Access Crossing 

Pedestrians moving within the development will need to cross the access to the hotel and 
ferry terminal service / loading areas and multi-level car park when travelling between: 

 Passenger drop-off / pick-up bays on the eastern side of the service lane and the ferry 
terminal; and 

 The hotel and bus stops. 
 
As this is a totally new facility, crash information was assessed sig the APCFST model and 
not crash history. 
 
The critical peak for the crossing will be the evening peak hour with 50 pedestrians expected 
to use the crossing and 207 cars expected to enter or exit the multi-level car park. 
 
The APCFST assessment for the access crossing is attached in Annexure P. The base case was 
assumed to be ‘no facility’. 
 
To not provide a facility at this location would be unacceptable as it would be perceived as 
resulting in very poor safety, provide a very poor pedestrian level of service and results in 
the highest costs of the assessed options. 
 
The location of this crossing at an intersection and its width make it unsuitable for a platform, 
zebra or grade separated facility. 
 
The best option in terms of total benefits and perceived delay is kerb extensions with median 
refuge. However, geometric requirements for access to the hotel and ferry terminal service / 
loading areas and multi-level car park will likely prohibit provision of kerb extensions. 
 
A median refuge without kerb extensions performs only slightly worse in total benefits and 
has the same perceived delay as a median refuge with kerb extensions. Perceived safety is 
slightly lower without kerb extensions, but actual crash costs are expected to be the same. 
 
In the context of the hotel and ferry terminal service / loading areas and multi-level car park 
access the provision of one (1) or more median refuges is considered a highly practical option 
with refuges provided in association with building columns at little or no cost without 
restricting vehicle movements. 
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6 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 

6.1 Summary of Impacts and Mitigation Measures 

6.1.1 Road Safety 

In accordance with the Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment (Transport and Main Roads, December 
2018), the proposed roadworks do not require a road safety audit but should be subject to a road 
safety assessment. The road safety assessment may be conducted by either an accredited road 
safety auditor or a RPEQ. 

6.1.2 Access and Frontage 

6.1.2.1 Turn Warrant Assessment 

In accordance with the Supplement to Austroads Guide to Road Design Part 4A: Unsignalised 
and Signalised Intersections (Transport and Main Roads, August 2014) it is recommended 
that a 55m long right turn lane (including taper) is provided on Sire Leslie Thiess Drive for 
traffic entering the access road. 

6.1.2.2 Intersection Analysis 

SIDRA analysis indicates all accesses and internal intersections operating well below their 
practical capacity with very short delays and the maximum queue length in any lane being 
two (2) vehicles. 

6.1.2.3 Intersection Layout 

Swept path analysis indicates that all relevant vehicles can access and manoeuvre through 
the site subject to: 

 No kerb extensions at the pedestrian crossing on the service lane as these could 
restrict the movement of buses exiting the local / school bus stop; 

 The public plaza at the eastern end of the access road being load bearing with flush 
kerbs to facilitate crane access to the crane / service vehicle bay. Removable bollards 
will be required to protect users of the public plaza when cranes are not accessing 
the crane / service vehicle bay; 

 Consideration of the wheel path of refuse collection vehicles in detailed design of 
the crossover between the service land and the hotel and ferry terminal service / 
loading area. 

 Detailed design of the cross over between the service lane and the service / loading 
area will need to consider the wheel path of refuse collection vehicles; 

 The refuse collection vehicle encroaching on the multi-level car park entry lane when 
making the reversing manoeuvre associated with turning around in the hotel and 
ferry terminal service / loading area; 

 RV parking being 600 nose-in angle parking bays to provide easy entry; and 
 Linking of the two (2) exit gates from the multi-level car park such that only one (1) 

gate is open at a time to manage the merge downstream of the exit gates. 
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6.1.2.4 Sight Distances 

In accordance with the Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment (Transport and Main Roads, 
December 2018) sight distances at the Sir Leslie Thiess Drive / access road intersection and 
the service lane exit to Sir Leslie Thiess Drive are acceptable. 

6.1.3 Intersection Delay 

SIDRA analysis indicates all internal and external intersections operating well below their 
practical capacity with very short delays and the maximum queue length in any lane being two 
(2) vehicles. 

6.1.4 Other 

6.1.4.1 Public Transport 

Bus stop and taxi infrastructure complies with the Public Transport Infrastructure Manual 
(Department of Transport and Main Roads, March 2016) and EDQ’s Amendments to the 
Service Lane email dated 30 August 2019 (Annexure C). 

6.1.4.2 Pedestrian Crossing / Refuge Locations 

Australasian Pedestrian Crossing Facility Selection Tool Assessment indicates: 
 When the access road intersection is constructed the exiting median refuge on Sir 

Leslie Thiess Drive should be relocated to the northern side of the intersection and 
the northbound carriageway of Sir Leslie Thiess Drive reduced from two (2) lanes to 
one (1) lane; 

 A median refuge should be provided on Sir Leslie Thiess Drive between the service 
lane exit and the bus / coach layover bays to support the desire line for movements 
between ferry terminal (and commercial / retail tenancies) and the Kings Street 
Quarter (and Strand shared path); 

 A zebra with platform should be provided on the Service Lane south of the local / 
school bus stop to support the desire line for movements between the ferry terminal 
and passenger drop-off / pick-up bays on the concourse; and 

 One (1) or more median refuges should be incorporated into the hotel and ferry 
terminal service / loading areas and multi-level car park access to support the desire 
line for movements along the service lane between the ferry terminal and passenger 
drop-off /pick-up bays. 

6.2 Certification Statement and Authorisation 

This report was prepared by Mr Bradley Jones (RPEQ 19986). 
 
Traffic Impact Assessment Certification in accordance with the Guide to Traffic Impact Assessment 
(Transport and Main Roads, December 2018) is attached in Annexure Q. 
 
 



 

 

ANNEXURE A 
ARCHTECTURAL PLANS (30 AUGUST 2019) 
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ANNEXURE B 
REVISED SUBMISSION REQUIREMENTS (9 AUGUST 2019) 
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TOWNSVILLE CITY WATERFRONT PDA 

Townsville Marine Terminal Precinct 
CHANGE APPLICATION 

DEV2019/1027 
 

REQUIRED MATERIALS 
Document Needed Content  Provided 
Plans Revised set of plans: 

 Site Plan, Development Summary, Floor Plans, Elevations, Sections 
 Gross Floor Area 
 # parking spaces and space types 
 Materials palette – built form and public realm 

 

Planning 
Report 

Revisions to relevant sections of planning report addressing: 
 Description of proposal 
 Confirm Description of Development and Proposed Land Uses (definitions) 
 Assessment of general compliance with development scheme and design 

guideline (focus on precinct provisions and relevant waterfront design guideline 
provisions) 

 Any relevant proposal details not provided via other plans and documents 
 Confirm where no changes to documents required for decision making purposes 

(e.g. acoustics, air quality, lighting, landscaping, stormwater management etc.) 

 

Traffic and 
Transport 
Impact 
Assessment 
Report 

Revisions to the following sections of the report (where required as a result of the 
Applicant chosen development option): 

 Section 4 – Development Traffic  
 Section 5 – Impact Assessment and Mitigation 
 Section 6 – Conclusions and Recommendations 

Swept path analysis for all relevant vehicle types. 

 

Public 
Passenger 
Transport 
Assessment 
Report 

Revisions to the following sections of the report (where required as a result of the 
Applicant chosen development option): 

 Section 3 – Proposed Development Details 
 Section 4 – Development Traffic 
 Section 5 – Impact Assessment and Mitigation 
 Section 6 – Conclusions and Recommendations 

Note: A graphic presentation on a site plan of the information contained Appendix D 
– Development Traffic Volumes on the Network (including pedestrians and bicycles) 
is specifically requested.  

 

Infrastructure 
Charges 

Summary of discussions with Council regarding infrastructure charges: 
 Points of agreement and disagreement 
 Key dates 

Infrastructure charges calculation proposed to Council 

 

 
NOTES: 

1. Revisions to the above listed technical reports can either be amended reports, or technical note / addendum / 
letter to the reports, whichever is identified as most appropriate by the Applicant and their consultants.  

2. Revisions to acoustic report, air quality report, lighting report, landscape plans/information, stormwater 
management plan, not sought as: 

 Sufficient information is available in the originally submitted documents for EDQ to determine that design 
revisions will not alter the general ability to comply with the relevant standards and/or criteria;  

 Compliance with relevant standards and criteria can be achieved through conditions; and 

 We anticipate a majority of these items will all require compliance assessment conditions to ensure detailed 
design meets relevant standards and/or criteria.  



 

 

ANNEXURE C 
AMENDMENTS TO THE SERVICE LANE EMAIL (30 AUGUST 2019) 
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ANNEXURE D 
TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT IMPACT ASSESSMENT (17 APRIL 2019) 
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ANNEXURE E 
DESK-TOP EXTERNAL ROAD NETWORK IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

(17 APRIL 2019) 
  

















 

 

ANNEXURE F 
RESPONSE TO DEV2019/1027 “MEDQ INFORMATION REQUEST 

AND NOTIFICATION NOT REQUIRED COPY” 
(25 JUNE 2019) 

  















 

 

ANNEXURE G 
PUBLIC PASSENGER TRANSPORT ASSESSMENT (17 JULY 2019) 
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Minister for Economic Development Queensland 
GPO Box 2202  
Brisbane Queensland 4001 Australia  
Website www.edq.qld.gov.au 
ABN 76 590 288 697 

 
 
Our ref:  DEV2019/1027 
 
 
18 June 2019 
 
 
Honeycombes Property Group 
C/- Milford Planning 
Att: Sarah Jones 
PO Box 5463 
TOWNSVILLE  QLD  4810 
 
 
Dear Sarah 
 
SECTION 82 ACCEPTANCE OF PDA DEVELOPMENT APPLICATION FOR A PDA 
DEVELOPMENT PERMIT FOR A MATERIAL CHANGE OF USE FOR PORT 
SERVICES, UNDEFINED USE (BUS INTERCHANGE), SHORT TERM 
ACCOMMODATION (99 ROOMS), FOOD AND DRINK OUTLET, SHOP, 
EDUCATIONAL ESTABLISHMENT, OFFICE AND PARKING STATION AT 2, 2B, 2C 
AND 4 THE STRAND, AND 25 SIR LESLIE THIESS DRIVE, TOWNSVILLE 
DESCRIBED AS LOT 363 ON EP776, LOT 738 ON EP1235, LOT 433 ON EP1121, 
LOT 613 ON EP1805, LOT 674 ON EP2163 AND LOTS 703, 704 AND 705 ON 
EP2163 AND ROAD RESERVE (SIR LESLIE THEISS DRIVE) 
 
After undertaking an assessment of this Priority Development Area (PDA) development 
application, the Minister for Economic Development Queensland (MEDQ) has 
determined that further information is required to decide the application in accordance 
with s.83 of the Economic Development Act 2012 (the Act). The further information 
required by the MEDQ is detailed below: 
 
1. Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment 

Provide a revised Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment that: 
i. is based on: 

a. recent trip generation rate information; or  
b. new traffic counts;  

ii. contains forecasting that gives consideration to Townsville Aimsun 
Integrated Model (TAIM), which forecasts anticipated development growth within 
the PDA. 
 

Received by 
Milford Planning
on 18/6/2019
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Note:  
 
 The Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment Report Number HON0031/R01 

Rev.B dated 17 April 2019, prepared by Premise, in based on data obtained from 
the document Breakwater and Associated Developments: Assessment of Peak 
Hour Traffic Volumes (TCC Breakwater Report) prepared by C&G Horman Pty Ltd 
for Council dated 11 December 2007. This data is more than 10 years old.  

 
 Council is able to provide traffic projections for Sir Leslie Thiess Drive across 5 

year intervals up to 2036. 
 

 EDQ has additional concerns regarding traffic/transport and design matters that will 
be sought to be resolved through forthcoming further issues request/s. 

 
Please note that under s.84 of the Act, this application will not be required to undergo 
notice of application. 
time as the MEDQ states in writing, that the Information Request has been satisfactorily 
complied with. 
 
In accordance with s.83(1) of the Act the requested information must be given to the 
MEDQ within 20 business days from the date of this notice, or a longer period as 
agreed to between the applicant and MEDQ. 
 
Should you have any queries in relation to the progress of your PDA development 
application, please do not hesitate to contact Rachael Grimes via email 
rachael.grimes@dsdmip.qld.gov.au and via phone 07 3452 7098. 
 
Yours sincerely 
 
 
 
Anne Edmonds 
Manager 
Development Assessment 
Economic Development Queensland 



 

Note: To address the public passenger transport items 1a, 1b and 1c, it is anticipated the 
applicant will either submit: 

submit an updated the Traffic and Transport Impact Assessment (TTIA) report certified 
by an RPEQ; or 
 Prepare a separate Public Passenger Transport Assessment addressing all relevant 
aspects of public transport infrastructure, certified by an RPEQ. 
 

Received by 
Milford Planning
on 24/6/2019  

(4.45pm)



Note: Bus stops at the site frontage on Sire Leslie Theiss Drive have been identified by 
DTMR as a Premium Stop as defined by PTIM.

 

 

Note: To address items 2a and 2b it is anticipated that the applicant will submit a revised 
TTIA report and revised plans, both certified by an RPEQ. 



Note: The use of figures visually depicting the assessment to demonstrate acceptable 
sightlines in all situations is recommended. 

 



 

Note: The applicant is encouraged to consider options such as: 
relocate the Sealink offices to another floor of the building in a manner that supports 
overlooking of Sir Leslie Theiss Drive or the waterfront promenade; 
re-design the Sealink waiting area to have an active frontage to Sir Leslie Theiss Drive; 
Introduce active uses to part sleeve the car park (e.g. residential, commercial, mixed 
uses on level 1 and 2 of the building) 
Re-design the proposed link through the site (currently adjoining the proposed 
taxi/shuttle drop off zone) to be a central feature of the ground floor layout in terms of 
design and presentation.

Note: The proposed link through the site (currently adjoining the proposed taxi/shuttle 
drop off zone) is of concern from a presentation, convenience, way finding, circulation and 
CPTED viewpoint.



 

Note: Public art should be proposed with reference to section 3.6 of the Townsville City 
Waterfront PDA Design Guideline.  
 

 

Note Any proposed pedestrian lighting should consider criteria in PTIM and CPTED 
principles. 

 

Note: Any proposed architectural lighting should: 
be directed away from the navigable channel;  
not incorporate coloured light that may interfere with the airport environment; 
be designed to comply with Australian Standard AS 4282-1997 Control of the obtrusive 
effects of outdoor lighting. 
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ANNEXURE H 
ADDENDUM TO TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

(17 JULY 2019) 
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ANNEXURE I 
ADDENDUM TO TRAFFIC AND TRANSPORT IMPACT ASSESSMENT 

(22 JULY 2019) 
  









 

 

ANNEXURE J 
DEVELOPMENT TRAFFIC VOLUMES ON THE NETWORK 
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‘WITH DEVELOPMENT’ TRAFFIC VOLUMES 
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ANNEXURE M 
SWEPT PATH ANALYSIS 
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Honeycombes Property Group 
Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct – Ferry Terminal 
Traffic Impact Assessment Certification 

CP3d-FO01 Rev A    Page 1 of 2 Date: 3 September 2019 

CERTIFICATION OF TRAFFIC IMPACT ASSESSMENT REPORT 

REGISTERED PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER QUEENSLAND 
FOR 

 

Project Title Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct – Ferry Terminal 
Consolidated Traffic Engineering Report 

 
As a professional engineer registered by the Board of Professional Engineers of Queensland pursuant 
to the Professional Engineers Act 2002 as competent in my areas of nominated expertise, I understand 
and recognise: 

 The significant role of engineering as a profession; and that 
 The community has a legitimate expectation that my certification affixed to this engineering 

work can be trusted; and that 
 I am responsible for ensuring its preparation has satisfied all necessary standards, conduct and 

contemporary practice. 

As the responsible RPEQ, I certify: 

i) I am satisfied that all submitted components comprising this traffic impact assessment, listed 
in the following table, have been completed in accordance with the Guide to Traffic Impact 
Assessment published by the Queensland Department of Transport and Main Roads and using 
sound engineering principles; and 

ii) Where specialised areas of work have not been under my direct supervision, I have reviewed the 
outcomes of the work and consider the work and its outcomes as suitable for the purposes of 
this traffic impact assessment; and that 

iii) The outcomes of this traffic impact assessment are a true reflection of results of assessment; 
and that 

iv) I believe the strategies recommended for mitigating impacts by this traffic impact assessment, 
embrace contemporary practice initiatives and will deliver the desired outcomes. 

 

Name Bradley Jones 

RPEQ No. 19986 

RPEQ Competencies Civil 

Email Bradley.Jones@premise.com.au 

Postal Address PO Box 1110 

TOWNSVILLE  QLD  4810 

Signature  

Date 3 September 2019 

 
  



Honeycombes Property Group 
Townsville Marine Tourism Precinct – Ferry Terminal 
Traffic Impact Assessment Certification 

CP3d-FO01 Rev A    Page 2 of 2 Date: 3 September 2019 

 

Traffic impact assessment components to which this certification applies  

1. Introduction  

Background  
Scope and study area  
Pre-lodgement meeting notes  

2. Existing Conditions  

Land use and zoning  
Adjacent land uses / approvals  
Surrounding road network details  
Traffic volumes  
Intersection and network performance  
Road safety issues  
Site access  
Public transport (if applicable)  
Active transport (if applicable)  
Parking (if applicable)  
Pavement (if applicable)  
Transport infrastructure (if applicable)  

3. Proposed Development Details  

Development site plan  
Operational details (including year of opening each stage and any relevant catchment / market 
analysis) 

 

Proposed access and parking  

4. Development Traffic  

Traffic generation (by development stage if relevant and considering light and heavy vehicle trips)  
Trip distribution  
Development traffic volumes on the network  

5. Impact Assessment and Mitigation  

With and without development traffic volumes  
Construction traffic impact assessment and mitigation (if applicable)  
Road safety impact assessment and mitigation  
Access and frontage impact assessment and mitigation  
Intersection delay impact assessment and mitigation  
Road link capacity assessment and mitigation  
Pavement impact assessment and mitigation  
Transport infrastructure impact assessment and mitigation  
Other impacts assessment relevant to the specific development type / location (if applicable)  

6. Conclusions and Recommendations  

Summary of impacts and mitigation measures proposed  
Certification statement and authorisation  

 



 

 

 

 




